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Commissioner for Patents 

This is to inform that an inadvetent error has occurred in numbering the claims in the grounds of rejection in the Examiner's Answer 
mailed on 2/26/2009. 

The correct grounds of rejection in the Examiner's Answer should read as the claim numbers in the grounds of rejection in the Final 
Rejection mailed on 7/15/2008, namely: 

Claims 37-39, 51-52, and 67-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schedlitzki (DE 2224732) in view of 
Cummings (US 3,529,993), further in view of Helmer et al (WO 9622338). 

Claims 38-39, and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schedlitzki in view of Cummings, further in 
view of Helmer et al, as applied above, and further in view of van der Hoeven (US 4,789,604). 



PTO-90C (Rev.04-03) 



/Elena Tsoy Lightfoot / 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



